SWADESHI  V.  KHADI
By now we have understood the significance of
have known its practical uses well enough to grasp its true mean-
ing and import. Till now we have cheated ourselves in the name
of swadeshi and effected a few changes. We took swadeshi to mean
cloth produced in our country. That was the first stage. Then
we realized that foreign yarn woven into cloth in India was not
swadeshi and would benefit the country in but an insignificant
measure. Thus came the second stage when we persuaded our-
selves that cloth woven in the mills in our country from yarn pro-
duced by them would do. But we learnt through further experi-
ence that even this did not serve our purpose. One of its- evil
effects was that the price of mill-cloth went up considerably and
scarcity of cloth seemed imminent.
The third stage was reached when we preferred cloth woven
by hand though the yarn was spun in mills. Even in this, we
did not show that we had grasped the real significance of swadeshi.
Now, arriving at the fourth stage we seem to have learnt that
swadeshi means khadi woven by hand from hand-spun yarn.
Everything else is false and useless.
Khadi means the spinning-wheel.     How can  we  ever have
khadi without it?    Like swaraj, khadi is our birth-right,  and it
is our life-long duty  to  use that only.    Anyone who  does nb!>
fulfil that duty is totally ignorant of what swaraj is.
The aim of swadeshi or swaraj can be and is simply this, that
the starving people of India may be fed, famine may be banished
from the country, the chastity of Indian women may be safeguarded
and Indian children in the country may get a little milk.
As long as the spinning-wheel does not become universal, like
the oven, I believe it is impossible that India will be prosperous again.
Suppose India were free to act as she desired and imported
the cheapest cloth, that, regardless of the difference in the conditions
obtaining in England and here, she introduced "free trade", that
is, trade without protective tariff, her plight would then become
worse than it is today.
Just as our people cannot afford to do away with the ovens
in their homes even if someone offered to cook their food for them
free of charge, so also they cannot afford to do away with the
spinning-wheel. "What a bother is the oven! In every home an
oven, and fire to be lighted in every home. What a nuisance this
is! As the day dawns, every housewife must swallow smoke.
How oppressive this is!" What would happen if, misled by such
deceptive arguments, we should choose to take our meals at a
common dining-club in every village* having thrown away our